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Summary of Session 4 Discussions 

Under the theme of “Exchange of information on long-term recovery strategies and programs”, 

Mr. Kawasaki from National Land Agency reported on the act conceroing support for 

reconstructing livelihoods of disaster victims. Ms. Chakos from City of Berkley reported on the 

earthquake preparedness of the city of Berkley. Mr. Wakiuchi form Hyogo Prefectural 

Government reported on the Great Hanshin-Awaji Earthquake reconstruction plan. Dr. 

Ellsworth from United States Geological Survey repotted on%~ Francisco Bay Region 

Probability Report and scenario earthquakes as tools for mitigation of losses in future 

earthquakes. 

Questions and answers 

. There was a question about the kind of fiscal suppat that local governments received 

from the federal government, and other sUpport provided by the federal government for 

earthquake reconshuction plans. The speaker responded that the city of Berkeley was gradually 

raising its taxes to support disaster reconstruction activities and had received subsidiaries from 

the federal government in order to achieve certain milestones in disaster reconstruction. The 

advice given by the federal government and the stat&of California was also useful in assessing 

cities’ level of earthquake preparedness. The federal government and the state of California 

provide financial support for reconstruction activities to municipalities damaged by earthquakes, 

and the amounts are suficient that the municipalities did not need to allocate any of their own 

budget for this purpose. Flat payments and tax incentives are also provided to encourage 

municipal governments to undertake seismic improvement projects. 

. There was a question about what California had learned from its experiences with 

earthquakes. The speaker responded that the current building code was formulated based on 

these experiences and was effective in mitigating damage, but the cost of seismic improvements 

varied widely depending on the sbwture and location of the building. The government assessed 

the probability of earthquakes striking, and this information played an important role in raising 

the earthquake preparedness of local communities. Currently, the buying and selling of homes 

in California requires an expert appraisal ofthe building and a minimum standard of anti-

seismic measures. 

. There was a question about the most effective way to transmit information about 

emergency activities to local residents when there was a possibility of earthquake. The speaker 
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responded that there needed to be an effective means oftransmitting quality information about 


earthquakes so that residents could decide what they individually needed to do to prepare. Close 


coordination between the government and media would ensure that accurate and appropriate 


information about the probability ofearthquake was communicated to residents. However, there 


is as yet no way to accurately forecast the occurrence of an earthquake, so the government of the 


United States does not emphasize on,transmitting eatihquake forecasts so much as being 


prepared for earthquakes at all times. Publicity of current earthquake probability studies and 


damage mitigation methods would, however, be effective in encouraging individuals and 


compames to invest in more earthquake-resistant buildings. Currently, a total of several billion 


dollars has been invested in the state of California for this purpose. 
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